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claim was untenable, for, whether or not the rules of Chapter
international law could be invoked as applicable to    __1
inter-imperial relations, the British reservation could
not be overriden by the Court. A like divergence of
view was expressed by the British and Irish Govern-
ments regarding the acceptance of obligations to arbi-
trate under the General Act of 1928 for the Pacific
Settlement of International Disputes. It must be added
that in the case of the Optional Clause the Union
Government expressed the view, not that the Perma-
nent Court could not deal with inter-imperial disputes,
but that it was preferable that resort should not be
had to it for that purpose.
The British view must under all the circumstances
be held to be binding, and with it fall to the ground
many complex and delicate issues. Had the terms of
the Covenant applied as between the members of the
Commonwealth, it would have been possible to argue
that secession was forbidden by Article 10, which com-
pels all members of the League to preserve the terri-
torial integrity and existing political independence of
members of the League. Delicate issues would also
arise in the case of disputes in which any member of
the Commonwealth was engaged and fell under League
disapproval, so that, for instance, the Council required
action against the defaulting member under Article 16
of the Covenant, and so forth. Consideration of the
gravity of the inconvenience of holding that the
Covenant applies between the members of the Com-
monwealth inter se doubtless outweighs the arguments
which might be based on the mere wording of the
Covenant. The Dominions on the whole have not
pressed the point, partly, no doubt, because they do